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To avoid possible misunderstanding of the role of th Board* the Committee stresses the limitations on propos d Board activities*  The Board would not perform or revie individual risk assessments, nor would it adjudicate di -putes arising from regulatory actions related to specif : substances,,  Thus, the Board as envisioned would not pe -form functions contemplated by the AIHC proposal or H.R 638* A central board of distinguished expert advisors s not well-suited to such day-to-day responsibilities. Furthermore, we believe strongly that it would be inapp D-priate to remove such essential analytic functions from the responsible agencies and that it would be wasteful o duplicate agency activities,,
The Board would make its contributions through discu -sion of contending scientific positions, preparation of recommended uniform guidelines, and fostering of advanc -ment of the field*  It would fill a need for a prestigi ous, independent locus of activity for improving the understanding of generic issues in both the scientific basis and the federal practice of risk assessment. Current ad hoc approaches too often color debate on general issues with the implications for particular, often contentious, risk management decisions. We expec that Board activities would improve the scientific performance of the agency processes and, in conjunctior with other mechanisms we recommend, achieve greater objectivity and consistency and better public understan -ing of risk assessment* The Board would be the body tc which agencies, agency review panels, and others would turn both for periodic recommendations of guideline revisions and for information on the evolving art of risk assessment.
Board Functions
We foresee four major functions for the Board. The fir t two, scientific review and development of recommended guidelines, would pursue the process described above fc the initial generation of inference guidelines (Recoirane -dation 7). The drafting of guidelines by the Board woi d ensure that guidelines benefit from the best available scientific knowledge and judgment. After recommended guidelines for a particular health effect were prepared and referred to the agencies for review and adoption, t e Board would probably find it useful to continue its act v-ity in the review of scientific developments relevant t risk assessment for that effect.